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ONE SHOE HAS ftallén: that of Secre-

tary of State Cyrus Vance, who voluntari-
1y resigred in response fo the rejection oi
his !orexgn pohcy approach.

1t is cow time for President Carter to
kick off the other shoe: natiopal security

. adviser Zbigriew Brzezinski; whose rec<.
ord of repeated failures in foreign policy-
_ bas brought the- natron to its present.

impasse..
Let us cotsuier: the record of thls man_
who row all bub openly charts the na."

- tion’s course through the Mirdeast storm.

The single greatest feature of Brzezin-:
sXi’s foreign policy has been his consista-
ently militarist approac‘n {o almost every .
interratioral policy crisis the Carter ad--
ministration kas confrontad, This single-
rainded approach has fueled an American.
faith in military power which has blinded.

the nation to the limited utility of force in
the complex world of the 19805

THE HOSTAGE RESCURE ﬁasco is 1{-
lustrative of this misplaced faith. But
long befora the rescua effort was:
yoounted, the problem could be seen in
the thinly disguised tug-of-war between
ite diplomatic approach represented by
Vance and the militaristic approach Te-
presented by Brzezinski.

Indeed, to point a finged at Brzezinski -
~denbﬁ5 only the most glaricg defects of
Carter’s approach to foreign policy. Car-
ter himself seems genuinely in over his
Le3d and may have allowed Vance and
Brzezinski to generate opposing lines so
as to evade the responsibility of standmg
behind any particular direction. -

Brzezinski’s hard line emerged Iong
before he joined the Carter administra-.
tion.-More ardently than most hawks, he
went down to the last wire supporting the-
American intervention in Viet Nam, coun-)
seling a tough stance against domestic
dissent. Later, he supported Amencan
military intervention in Angola. ~ .7

. As natioral security adviser, Brzezinski:
has been consistently: associated with an- |
ti-detecte views, ‘ranging ‘from turning:
human rights in an anti-Soviet direction
to favoring an accelerated arms race.
Aost relevantly, Brzezinski was as-
sociated with a die-hard, pro-shah policy.
Thtoughout the Iranian revolution, he
counseled *‘decisiveness’ by the shah,
namely maximum and brutal use of state

.»'President Carter virtually revived the
"~ Cold War. He proposed the creation of a

power aga’

trAne
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Late in the game, when most others in
Tyashington had given up on the shab,
Brzezinski continued to- plot for his sur-
wvival, He even mrcumvented the Ameri-
can embassy in Tehran by having a
special military " officer, Gen, Robert
Tuyser, report directly, on a dai]y basxs,
to the White House. .

We now know what was long suspected.
namely, that Gen. Huyser was-in Iraa to
*incite a military coup at an opportune
moment that never came. We also know
. that Brzezinski coucseled Carter against
any acknowledgement of the Khomeini
movement long after its tnumph was 2
yirtual cextainty. . .. :

The background is relevant to the
whole deterioration of the-American posi-
tion in Iran, contributing directly to the |
embassy crisis. It was Brzezinski who
was the voice in Carter’s ear, favoring
continued friendship with the shah after
his departure from Iran in 1579. In this
regard, the publicized shah lobby of
David Rockefeller and Henry Kissinger
‘was reinforced by the entrenched pre-
sence of Brzezinski in the White House

The -friangular relationship of forces
created pressure to admit the shahto the.

U.S. last fall, despite all the indications i

that such a “step would critically damage
our relations with the Iranian revolution,
as well as urdermine, as it did, the
posxtlon of moderates in the Kraman gov-
. erning process: Even the embassy sei-
zure was foreseen as a possible consequ-
ence of the shah’s admission heze.:

Then came the Soviet move into Af-1.

ghanistan and the Brzezinski-

. orchestrated American overreaction to it.
Brzezinski — photographed firing a
machine .gun across the "Afghanistan-
Pakistan border — struck fast and pre-

. vailed. Since then, the illusion that ounly.
military approaches — macho diplomacy”

" «—= can solve the problems faced by the .
< U S. abroad has grovm alarmingly. - ;-.
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N 'mf: MOST TRUCULENT State of,
. the Union address in more than a decade,

mobile intetveationary jorce Jor use in

“the Middleé East and & new charter for
the CIA that would fully restore its man-

a OnS Over-
. , also moving tﬁe U.S. closer to a
EiE and a Exgger defense Oﬁag t. Atihe

same time, he withdrew the SALT agree-
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The subsequent hostage rescue plan
was not only a failure on the operational
level but a diplomatic and constitutional
cisaster. -American allies had been ca-
joled against their better judgment to'go.
" along with economic sanctions against;
Tran  because they feared that othe"wxse
military force might be used. Despile
assurances to the contrary, the U.S. gov-
ernment nevertheless unilaterally em-
barked on a risky military adventurs:|’
The resulting loss of confidence and trust
by Westerz Europe. and Japan- in. the
_ Carter administration is a serious pnce
to pay in the nuclear age. .- ...t7

The mainstream political debata is now
moving precanously along a narrow di-
-vide between Brzezicski-style militarism
and Kissinger-style militarism. Oniy the
reraoval of Brzezinski from the Carter
team could restore some sense of choice
between the Democratic and Republican
party approaches fo the protectxon of]
smerican interests abodad.. _n,

* 'To. thése who would argue thnt the
rejection of an all-out militarist solution
- might be political suicide in these times
of growing public anger, the President
need only peint to the recent failures of
militarist policy. Given a forceful “and
determined spokesman for the diplomatic
path — 2 role which Vance was too
*statesmzniike to play successiully — pub-{
lic opinion mxgh"‘easdy be swayed
towards Teason. o , -' .',-,.‘-a ST S

Richard Falk is Albert G, Milbank Pro-
fessor of Internatioral Law and Practice
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